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To the REVEREND 


Mr. CAL EB EVANS. 


Reverend Sir, . 


OUR zeal which hath exerted 
itſelf, againſt a late attempt to 
reſtore the ſupreme worſhip of God 
the Father almighty ; muſt ftrike 

every one, who reads your performance, 

Some will think it peculiarly laudable in 

you *, as your reverend fathers and bre- 

| thren ſlumbered over their flocks, inſenſible 
of the danger, which alarmed your con- 
ſcience, ang ſuffered you no longer to keep 


B ſilence. 


* Mr. Evans is ſaid to be a young gentleman: 


yo 


EN 
filence. But this very circumſtance, will 
incline others to ſuſpend their applauſe, till 
they have examined, if it be according to 


knowledge, and the manner in which it 


hath appeared, entitle it to praiſe. Of theſe 
latter I profeſs myſelf, and having no mo- 


tives to promote any cauſe, but that of 


truth and charity, muſt freely acknowledge, 


the ſpirit which your diſcourſes breathe, 


appears to me on careful inquiry, very 


different from the meekneſs and candour, 


which the Goſpel 28 


aw abferve very raftly, cc that the diſ- 


e putes, which have been agitated concern- 


e ing your ſubje&, have been the means of 
© leading men off from the practical part of 
* religion, and of kindling that unhallowed 
ce fire, which is productive of rage and ma- 
5e lice, rather than chriſtian meekneſs and 
{© love,” One would therefore have expected 
you, to have carefully guarded againſt theſe 

pernicious effects. But have not your ſer- 
mons a tendency to produce them in a 
high degree? The introduction in parti- 


cular, ſeems admirably calculated, to ex- 


cite 


* — * 4 
* 
= 4 
<3 
"Xe 

. 
8 
1 

: "4 
. 
N * 

938 
TE: 
n 
7 
> 
* 


my 
ny” 
IF 
> 
* 
4 
gs 
; 
3 
Ro. 
1 
; 


XS 9 
cite the horror and reſentment of your rea- 
ders, againſt thoſe who differ from you. 
There you load them with the ſevereſt re- 
proaches. You repreſent them, as“ inſult- 
ing the dignity of their Saviour, wound- 
« ing, and trampling under foot, his honour 
and glory, and diſcovering an impious joy, 


« at every attempt to degrade him.” You 


fay, there ſeems to be a kind of parri- 
“ cide, in their conduct, and an impiety, 
ee heightened by the aggravating circum- 
« ſtances, of unnatural baſeneſs and diſinge- 


© nuity.” And then bring in our Lord's 


prayer for his murderers, which tends to fix 


the infamy deeper on them, as it naturally 
leads the reader's thoughts to thoſe hei- 


nous criminals. This appears to me groſs 


miſrepreſentation. Many who have enter- 


tained the ſentiments you condemn, have 


given ſtrong proofs of their religious inte- 


grity. They were educated in your opi- 
nion. The force of evidence, at leaſt of 
apparent evidence, obliged them to change 
it, and defend the ſupremacy of the father, 
at the expence of their reputation, and 
worldly intereſt; witneſs Clark and Whiſton, 

1 1 


1 

in the church of England, and, among the 
Diſſenters, Emlyn and Pierce. And may 
we not ſuppoſe, that others are actuated by 
the ſame principles? For notwithſtanding 
your oratical flouriſh, on the faſhionableneſs 
of their notions, it is well known, they ex- 
poſe their abettors to reproach. 


Now, will you, in the face of the world, 
charge ſuch perſons with inſulting their re- 
deemer, the guilt of parricide, &c? Bel- 
larmine, in his marks of the true church, 
tells us, no Papiſt ever ſpoke well of any 


Proteſtant. And their religion obliges them 


to condemn all heretics, as enemies to God. 


But will you, a Proteſtant, a miniſter, a 


Diſſenting miniſter, imitate their bigotry, 


and repreſent your fellow Proteſtants as 


atrociouſly wicked, merely becauſe they 
propagate ſentiments different from yours ? 
Should you not think it an inſtance of de- 
teſtable bigotry, and flagrant injuſtice, in 
any one to charge you with guilt, for ſtre- 
nuouſly maintaining opinions, which they 


diſapprove ? Why then did you not treat 


them, as you would expect to be treated ? 
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Such inſtances of uncharitableneſs, as this, 


are, in my judgment, more ſhocking, and 
more to be lamented, than any miſtakes of 


the underſtanding relative to this ſubject. 
Aud, I hope, upon a calm review, you will 
be ſenſible, you have been tranſported, be- 
yond the bounds of truth and candor and 
8 betrayed into the fault, which you complain 
of in others. 


Well: But why all this ſeverity againſt 


your chriſtian brethren? Have they denied 
the divinity, or any of the offices, of the 
Son or Spirit of God, or any expreſs decla- 
rations of Scripture concerning them? This 
cannot with modeſty or truth be pretended. 
It is only for oppoſing certain notions con- 
cerning their c/ence, and unity with the Fa- 
ther, which you ſuppoſe taught in ſcrip- 
ture; but which they look upon as incon- 
1 fiſtent both with reaſon, and the word of 
_ God. If they are miſtaken in rejecting 
your account of this ſubiect, yet they ſhould, 


inethinks, be treated with moderation; ſince 
you acknowledge, the ſcriptures have not 
given us preciſe ideas, nay farther tell us, 
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| « jt is impoſſible, in the very nature ot 
« things, that we ſhould have any concep- | 
| cc tion of it.” I have not the leaſt inclination 

0 to deny, that the unity, for which you con- 
ji tend, is inconceivable and unintelligible ; : 
jj but hope to make it appear, in the courſe 
| of my remarks on what you have advanc- 
i ed, that the ſcriptural account of the ſub- 


h ject may be underſtood by every chriſtian, 


You tell us, p. 6. That the Divinity 
* of . Chriſt is very injuriouſly repreſented, 
« when it is ſuppoſed to interfere with the 
« ſupreme worſhip of the Father.” 


It is really ſurpriſing, you ſhould allow 
the worſhip due to the Father, to be ſu- 


preme; when you maintain, in almoſt the 
next words, that Chriſt hath a right to e- 
qual honour. This is to confound the moſt 
different ideas. Equality and ſupremacy 
are as inconſiſtent, as light and darkneſs; 
and the leaſt regard to conſiſtency, requires 
you, either to deny that the Father hath a 
right to ſupreme worſhip ; or elſe acknow- 
ledge, that the worſhip of the Son is inferior. 


But 
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But not to dwell on this inconſiſtency. 


You maintain, that the honor of the Son is 
founded on © his being, in nature and eſ- 
* ſence, one with the Father.” It would have 
been kind in you, to have produced ſome 
paſſage of ſcripture, wherein this is plainly 
aſſerted; ſince thoſe, which occur to me, 
build it on a different foundation. Our Sa- 
viour grounds it, on the Fathers having com- 
mitted all judgment to him, John v. 22, 23. 
St. Paul likewiſe repreſents God's exalting 
him, as the reaſon, why every knee ſhould 
"bow to him, and every tongue confeſs him to 
be Lord, Phil. ii. 9, &c. And the praiſes 
repreſented, Rev. v. 12. as offered to him, 
are founded on his death : Worthy is the 
Lamb that was Alain to receive "4 &c. 
The fame reaſon is given Heb. ii. 9. Here 
we plainly ſee, the foundation laid in ſcrip- 
ture of the honor paid to our Lord, viz. the 
authority which the Father hath given him, 


and the offices he ſuſtains. 


As this is the true ground, of the wor- 


| ſhip paid to our Lord; Jo it is ſufficient 
to ſupport the honor and regard, which 
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are required i in ſeripture, and which ſhould 
be given him to the glory of God the Father, 
Phil. ii. 11. They who attend to the ſerip- 
tural account of this ſubzect, will be in no 
danger (as you imagine, p. 24.) of offering 
any worſhip to our Lord, that would inter- 
fere with that of the Father. God is ſo 
far from giving his glory to another, or 


leſſening that ſupreme homage, which is 


due to him from all creatures, by appoint- 
ing the bleſſed Jeſus to be our Lord; that 
in reality he hath thereby diſplayed it, in a 
remarkable manner. Thus the honor paid 
to a wiſe and good magiſtrate, inſtead of 


detracting from, advanceth, the honor of 
the ſovereign, who inveſted him with au- 


thority. 


Tour ſecond preliminary obſervation, 
©« That the doctrine of Chriſt's true and 
<« proper Deity, is by no means ſet in oppo- 
« ſition to the unity of God ;” ſeems as lia- 


ble to objections, as your firſt. Our bleſſed 


Lord informs us, that his Father is the only 


true God, John xvii. 3. That they might know 


thee the only true God, and Jeſus Chriſt whom 
4 pou | 4 


3 


” thou haſt ſent, And St. Paul declares, 
1 Cor. viii. 6. to ws there is one God the 
Faber, of whom are all things, and we in 
bim; and one Lord Teſus Chriſi, by whom 
are all things, and we by him. Your ac- 
count of our Saviour's Deity ſeems to me 
2 directly repugnant to theſe declarations. 
+ Inſtead of maintaining, that the Father is 
* the only true God; you contend, that 74s 
other perſons are the true God, in the very 
© ſame ſenſe with him. And inſtead of ſay- 
4 ing with St. Paul, here is one God the Fas 
© ther; you inſiſt upon it, that the one God, 
F 18 Father: Son, and Holy Spirit. You 
deny, indeed, that you believe in three 
Gods, but your expreſſions ſuppoſe it; 
and all your attempts to vindicate your- 
* ſelf, from the charge of inconſiſtency, will. 
be found unſatisfactory. The Papiſts pro- 
feſs to believe, there is but one Chriſt ; and 
yet pretend to give his body, at the very 
ſame time, to different communicants. 
This no doubt is a notorious inconſiſt- 
eney. But don't they plead, in their de- 
fence, your doctrine? And muſt not an 
7 impartial man acknowledge, it is equally 


2 | incon- 


E 


inconſiſtent to maintain, that three perſons 
are each of them God, in the higheſt *? 


ſenſe, and yet that there is but one God; 
with aſſerting, that though the complete 
body of Chriſt be eaten at the ſame time 
by each communicant, yet there is but one 


body. 


ou 
graciouſly expreſs it, © the exalted tbe 
* of rationaliſts condeſcend to believe,” 
ſimilar to this, is quite unjuſt. Our ideas 
of theſe ſubjects, though not adequate, are 
perfectly conſiſtent. Whereas your notion, 


contradicts the cleareſt principles of truth 
and reaſon. 


The ſimilies you bring, to illuſtrate your | 


doctrine, are little to the purpoſe. That 
of a father and a ſon, if it give any notion, 
it is that of two diſtin& beings ; which is 
utterly inconſiſtent with the unity of eſ- 
ſence, for which you contend. And the 
other, taken from the body, ſoul, and ſpi- 
rit of man, gives the idea of one perſon 
compounded of different parts; which is 
a diſhonourable ſentiment of God, as well 


as 


Your repreſenting the exiſtence, | 
ſpirituality, &c. of God, which as 


as Þ 


* 


a5 repugnant to your account of three per- 
est ſons. Indeed, I have long been convinc- 
d: ed, the modern orthodox divines, if they 

explained themſelves, would appear either 
Tritheiſts or Sabellians. 


It ſeems you have no conception, how 
the Father and Son are one. Is not this 
"owing to your not attending to the ſcrip- 


hs tural account of their unity, particularly to 
s Our Lord's explanation of it? John xvii, 
1 1. Holy Father keep through thy own name, 
re 1 
1. thoſe whom thou haſt given me, that they may 
3 


th be one as we are. And in the 2oth and 2 iſt 
verſes, Neither pray 1 for theſe alone, but 
f for them alſo who ſhall believe on me, through 
tbeir word, that they all may be one, as 


ur 

+ thou Father art in me and I in thee, that 

Y "they may be one in us. It is manifeſt from 
18 theſe expreſſions of our Lord, that the u- 


. nion between him and the Father is, of a 
moral nature, a union of deſign and af- 


4 fection; fince it is of that kind, which 
4 he prays might take place between his 
_ diſciples. In this ſenſe the expreſſion, be- 


1 1 ing one, is generally uſed in holy ſcrip- 


U 
. 7 


1 
ture, Thus 1 Cor. ii. 6, 8. Paul and 
Apollos are ſaid to be ove. And Beza owns | 
this expreſſion ſhould be thus underſtood 
in the diſputed text, John 1. 5, 7. : 
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I 
0 Your arguing likewiſe for a unity of 
Wh eſſence, p. 33. from the words of our 
{ily — 

fi Lord, I am in the Father, and the Father 

16 

Wh, 


U 
fl 
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in me; is quite inconcluſive : ſince this 
kind of language is applied to Chriſtians, 
as well as to our Saviour, John xvii. 23. 
T in them, and thou in me, that they may 
be made perfect in ene; and 1 John iv. 12, 
15. If we love one another God dwelleth in 
us. Wheſeever ſhall confeſs, that Teſus 7s 
the Son of God, God dwelleth in him, and he 
in God. Were any thing mote neccflary, 
to convince you of the weakneſs of your 
argument; 1 would draw a conclution from 
theſe paſſages, ſimilar to yours. If theſe 
be not full aſſertions of the te and equa- 
lity, of all good Chriſtians with the Fa- 
ther, words cannot expreis any ſuch thing. 


You roundly aſſert, p. 22. that the high 
titles of only wife God, the true God, and 
| e the 


and 
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Ice only Ged, are aſcribed to Chriſt. But 
herein J apprehend you are miſtaken. Had 
you contented yourſelf with laying, the 


word God was applied to him in holy ſcrip- 
ture; your aſſertion would not have been 
diſputed. But ſurcly no one who conſiders, 
in what a low ſenſe, that word is ſometimes 
uled, can urge it to prove his eguality with 
the Father, his Cod and our God. This ti- 
tle was given by divine authority to Moſes, 


Exod. vii. 1. The Lord ſaid unto Moſes, ſee 


I abe made thee God to Pharoah. And it is 


applied to magiſtrates, Pſal. Ixxxii. 6. Tfaid 
ye are Gods, and all of you children of the 
mot high. To this manner of ſpeaking, 


F and probably to theſe words, our Saviour 


referred, to vindicate himſelf from the ca- 
lumny of the Jews, who abſurdly charged 
him with blaſphemy, for ſaying he was the 
San of God. John x. 34. Jeſus anſwered 
them, is it not «oriiten in your law, I ſaid 
ve are Gods? If he called them Gods, unto 
whom the word of God came, and the ſerip- 
ture cannot be broken ; Say ye of him fohom 


the Father hath {anti fhed aud ſent into the 


world, thou blaſphemeft, becarife I faid, Iam 
the 


the Son of God! Nothing could be more un- 
reaſonable than to blame our Lord, for aſ- 
ſuming a title, which had been given to 
ſome of their anceſtors; when he was in- 
veſted with much greater authority, than 
any of them had ever poſſeſſed. And it is 
as ſurprifing, that his followers ſhould en- 
deavour to prove his equality with the Fa- 
ther, by an argument, which, if juſt, would 
equally prove, the Jewiſh magiſtrates to 


have been likewiſe equal to the ſupreme 
being. 


As the title of God will not; ſo neither 
will the word Jehovah, if it be applied to 
him, prove him to be the ſupreme being; 
ſince it is given to the angel of the Al- 
mighty, Exod. xxiii. 20. And the perſon, 
who conducted the Iſraelites, is frequently 
called Jehovah, though we are informed he 


was an angel, and not the ſupreme being 
himſelf, who is inviſible, 
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Glorious titles are undoubtedly aſcribed 
to our bleſſed Lord; which expreſs abilities 
* to the important work he hath un- 
der- 
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Hertaken. But, as he repreſents theſe as all 
Herived from the Father, John v. 19, &c. 


he diſclaims the abſolute perfection of 
the ſupreme being. Thus he aſſures us, 
Matt. xxiv. 36. Mark xili. 32. Of that day 
? (viz. of judgment) knoweth no man, no not 
"the angels in heaven, nor the Son, but the Fa- 
ther only. Where you ſee he excludes 
7 himſelf, and all perſons and beings, but the 
3 | Father, from the knowledge of that day. 
It is difficult, if not impoſſible, to expreſs 
3 this ſentiment in a ſtronger manner than 


he hath done. Had he only told us, that 

neither men, nor angels, nor he himſelf, 

knew that day, we could have had no rea- 

ſon to ſuſpect, it was known to any one be- 

ſides the Father. But not content with 
that, he aſſures us farther, that the Father 
only knew it. And yet, notwithſtanding all 

this, ſome would perſuade us, that Chriſt 

knew it then, as well as the Father. 


As for the diſtinction: of two natures, it 
will not avail the patrons of it in the leaſt, 
in this inſtance. If our Lord was poſſeſſed 
of two natures, he muſt have ſpoken of 

him- 


(E 


himfelf in the higheſt; ſince he diſtin- 
guiſhed himſelf both from men and angels. 
Beſide, is it not a direct contradiction, to ſay 
the Father only knew it, if our Lord knew * 
it likewiſe ? It would certainly be thought 


ſo in any other caſe. And if this method 


of interpreting holy ſcripture be admitted, 


the greateſt uncertainty and contuſion muſt 
unavoidably prevail. 
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Your notion of two diſtinct natures in 


Chriſt, of perfect God, and perfect man, 
doth not appear to have the leaſt foundation 


in ſcripture. It is likewiſe prepoſterous, to 


ſay no worſe, to ſuppoſe the ſupreme being, 


and a human ſoul, to be ge perſon. Be- 


ſides, this opinion is quite inconſiſtent with 
the ſcriptural account of Chriſt's humilia— 
tion. St. Paul extols his grace in becom- 
ing poor, 2 Cor. viii. 9, &c. and afterwards 


ſubmitting to death. But certainly the ſu- 


preme being could not become poor. He 
is eternally unchangeable in his nature and 
ſtate. It is horrible to think, the bleſſed 
God can ever be diveſted of his original, eſ- 
ſential, riches and glory. Who then did 


become 


zels. "al 
ſay © 
"of humanity! Thus you reduce all the 
wondrous grace of God, and of our Lord, 


1eW 
ght 
hod 
ted, 
juſt 


1 


tin: Pecome poor ? A man that was never rich! 


ho did ſuffer and die? A man born in a 
w condition; and ſubject to the infirmities 


in theſe tranſactions, as low as the Socinians, 
vho ſpeak as honorably of Chriſt, conſider- 
ed as a man, as you can poſſibly do. How 


much nobler is the ſcriptural account of 


"theſe matters? which repreſents him, as 
the word of God, as voluntarily laying aſide 
his dignity and glory, taking fleſh, and ſub- 
mitting to poverty, pain, and death, for our 
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fakes, Here, Sir, is aſtoniſhing condeſcen- 
tion, grace and love, which muſt fill the 


hearts of thoſe who view them in a true 


light, with exalted admiration and fervent 


gratitude, and lay a foundation for truſt 
and joy, far ſuperior to what the labours 
and ſufferings of a mere man, can poſſibly 
excite. I might now appeal to every im- 
partial perſon, which notion tends to fill 
the mind, with the higheſt ſentiments of 
: ; reſpedt, love, and thankfulneſs, to the re- 


deemer: that which repreſents him con- 


ding ſuffering and dying, merely as 


D a man; 


4 than; or that which exhibits him, as one 
who had honor and happineſs with the Fa- 4 
ther before the world was, inveſted with a [ 
human body. 3 
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Here I might conclude my addreſs, ha- 

ving, I apprehend, ſhewn the groundleſneſs 
of your ſcheme, but as you ſeem to triumph 
in ſeveral paſſages of ſcripture, you will in- 
dulge me with the liberty of examining 
thoſe, on which you lay the greateſt ſtreſs. 


Your text may very well be underſtood 
of the Father, as it is ſaid to have been by 
the ancients. Relatives do not always re- 
fer to the immediate antecedents. And, 
Wt that the word, his, actually reſpects the Fa- 
| ther; may be juſtly inferred from the de- 
elaration of our Lord, who ſtiles him the 
only true God; ſince it cannot be ſuppoſed, 
that this apoſtle would contradict his bleſſed 
maſter, whoſe words he hath given us. 
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It is enough to obviate your argument 
from Ifaiah ix. 6. to obſerve, that if the 
woyrd God, can be given to a man, as we 
Wi! | have 


one 
ad 


4 have proved before, the appellation, a migh- 


out leading a plain chriſtian to think * 


not this ſimilarity in the originals. 
| how much more agreeable to the deſign of 
our Saviour's diſcourſe, would it have been, 


"T3 


0 God, may be applied to our Lord, with» 


e ſupreme being. 


1 If you had looked into the original, yau | 
would hardly have quoted Zech. Xili. 7. 


ou would have found, it ſnould have been 


"rendered by a term of greater latitude, as 
it is by the LXX. Though the word fel- 
"low, by no means always denotes an e- 
| qual 


| Your argument from John viii. 58. Be- 
fore Abraham was I am, hath the misfor- 


tune to depend on the ſimilarity of our en- 
© gliſh tranſlation of this paſſage, to that ip 


For there 1s 
And 


Exodus, to which you refer. 


to have tranſlated the greek word 1 was, or 
I have been, as it is rendered John xiv. g. 
Which ſubſtitution, of one tenſe for ano- 
Y ther is no uncommon thing. As it now 
1 u it is a ſoleciſm indeed in every ſenſe. 
| | D 2 The 
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The paſſage in Phil. ii. 6. when rightly k 
tranſlated, gives not the leaſt ground to your W 
reaſoning, but quite the contrary. Who, be- p 
of vj 
x 


ing in the form of God, was not tenacious 0 
his likeneſs to God, but emptied himſelf, &c. 
This being the caſe, he could not be equal 
to the Father; becauſe the ſupreme being 


cannot poſſibly empty himſelf of his per- 


fections, glory or happineſs, as you in the 
moſt aſtoniſhing manner, ſeem to imagine 
he may, at leaſt your language fuppeſeth it 


7 


When the imagine or repreſentation of 
any thing, and the thing itſelf, are the 


ſame, then may Heb. i. 3. be alledged 
with propriety, in defence of your doctrine; 
till then, it will be thought a proof of the 


contrary. 


I ſhall only take notice of one text more 


on this head, Col. ii. 9. In him, i. e. Chriſt, 


dwelleth all the fulneſs of the Godhead bodi ly. 3 
In this you triumph, as if you had gained 


a complete victory. What ground you had 


- "NY 
4 15 


S 2 


ly fe jr your exultation will appear, by compare 
it with another paſſage of the ſame ſa- 
2 writer, Epheſ. iii. 19. where he prays 


s of for the Chriſtians to whom he wrote, in 
&c. Me following words ; That ye might be fil- 
ual Rd with all the fubufs of Grd. As yout 


Bn guage and reaſoning on the former are 
Tce I will adorn my page with them, 
I illuſtrating the latter. Now let the 
# adverſaries of the glory of the faints try, 
# whether they can poſſibly find out words 
that can more fully expreſs the eſſential 
5 perfection, and higheſt dignity of the 
of . divine nature, than theſe do. The apoſtle 
the « prays, you ſee, that bey, that is, their per- 
d * ſons, might be filled, not with the nature of 
e; £7 God only, not with communicated power 
he *: and honor only, but with God himſelf. 
| $ And left this ſhould not be ſufficient, it 
4 . is not in meaſure, but he fulnefs of God; 
( yea, to leave their divinity, in the pro- 
ſt, 4 pereſt and higheſt ſenſe, without any 
h. e diſpute, all the fulneſs of God, that rich 
ed 4 abundance of incomprehenſible perfec- 
"2 | 1 . tions, of which the divine nature is full; 
„ . al 


( 35 ) # 
4 al] will reſide in them, when the apoſtle s & 
prayer is anſwered. pos | 1 
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This ſpecimen of your manner of argu- 
mentation I ſhall leave to your conſidera- 
tion; and, that you may not think me 

guilty of ſlightin g your ſecond performance, E | 
proceed to mention a few things relating to 
it. You acknowledge, p. 59. © that the 
te Holy Ghoſt, in many places, is put for the 
te gifts and powers, &c. And that the words E 5 


Spirit, Holy Spirit, have various ſignifica- > 
tions in ſcripture, cannot, in my opinion, be : : 
reaſonably diſputed. It would be tedious, 
to explain all the places in which theſe ex- 
preſſions are uſed : Yet give me leave to 

produce one, which ſtrongly aſſerts the per- 
buli, and as clearly teacheth the inferior- 
ity of the Holy Spirit to the Father. John 
xvi. 13. When be, the Spirit of truth, is come, 
he will guide you in all truth, for he ſhall not © 
Speak of bimſelf, but whatſoever he ſhall bear, 
that ſhall he ſpeak. Where the Spicit's guid- 
ing the diſciples into all truth, is repreſent- 
ed by our Lord, as depending on his not 
ſpeaking of himſelf, but following the in- 
ſtruſ- 


( 23 ) 


Fructions given him. Can this, with pro- 


priety, be ſaid of the ſupreme being? Of, or 
from whom, can the ſupreme being ſpeak, 


4 1 ut from himſelf? Is there any one to in- 
9 rut him what he ſhall ſpeak ? The diſ- 
ac inction of two natures cannot be pleaded 


© 4 aoainſt this argument, as it is againſt thoſe 
be! 2phich are brought to prove the inferiority 
he 


pf our Lord to the Father almighty. 


Vou tell us, p. 62. The Holy Ghoſt 
is expreſsly ſtiled God, in the words of 
3 the text.” It ſeems, you have miſtaken 
an inference of your own, for an expreſs 
4 flertion of ſcripture. Your argument is 
1 Ananias lied unto the Holy Ghoſt; 
put he lied unto God; therefore the Holy 
HGhoſt is God. Give me leave to reaſon in 
a ſimilar manner, and you will ſee the fal- 
lacy of it. Ananias lied to Peter and other 
apoſtles; but he lied not unto men, but un- 


4 to God ; therefore Peter and the apoſtles 
E were not men, but God, Our Lord, Mat 


3s. 40. told his diſciples, That he who recei u- 
Z ed them, received him, and he that received 


Jim received him that Fw him. The diſci- 
ples, 
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( 24 ) 


much better method of interpreting theſe 


and ſuch like, expreſſions of ſcripture. He 
that received our Lord's diſciples, was ſaid 
to receive him, becauſe they ated by hi; 
authority and direction. And in like man- 
ner, he who lied to the Holy Ghoſt, and: 
to the apoſtles, might be ſaid to lie unto 
God, by whoſe authority they acted, Though 
could it be proved that the Holy Spirit was 
ſtiled God, it would not follow that he i; 
the ſupreme being, ſince that title is given 


both to angels and men. 


The Spirit of God, 1 Cor. ii. 10, 11. ſer” 


not to denote a perſon diſtinct from him 


ples, by this way of arguing, were both out 4 


whom our Lord ſtiles the only true God; 
ſince the ſpirit of a man, by which it is 1]- 


luſtrated, doth not ſignify a perſon, or any 
thing different from the man himſelf, 


The want of evidence, to prove the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt an object of prayer or praiſe, ap- 
pears from your miſtaking wiſhes, or de- 
fires, for petitions ; which are very different. 
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Thus, were I to ſay to any one, May you 
11 enjoy the favour of good men! Or, good 
angels attend you ! Would any one call this 
prayer to them? No more can the bene- 
Folent wiſh of St. Paul for the Corinthians ; 
ie pr the ſalutation of St. John to the ſeven 
Fhurches in Aſia, Rev. i. 4. (on which you 
have ſhewn your dexterity in attempting to 
prove ſeven Spirits to be one Spirit) be with 
Any propriety ſtiled prayers. Nothing more 
Mceds be ſaid on this head. The force f 
truth obliged Dr. Watts to confeſs, there 
is no expreſs precept, or example, of pray- 
er, or praiſe, directly offered to the Holy 
Spirit. Though if there had, it would not 
have proved him to be the ſupreme being ; 
ſince prayers and thanks are addrefled to 
our fellow-creatures. And, in the general 
%; ſenſe of the word, worſhip itſelf is given to 
magiſtrates; thus in a ſolemn aſſembly of 
the Jews, where David was preſent, we are 
told, 1 Chron, xxix. 20. All the congrega- 
3 tion worſhipped the Lord, and the king. As, 
o- indeed, it is a common term in the preſent 
ap- age, for the reſpect due to perſons in au- 
de- 3 thority. 


E The 


( 26 ) 4 
The form of baptiſm, though it lead us" 
to conſider the Holy Ghoſt, as executing an 
important office in the ſcheme of our re. x 
demption, doth by no means prove him to 4 
be equal to the Father. This will be ma. 7 
nifeſt from the words of St. Paul, 1 Cor. 
x. 2. who ſpeaking of the Iſraelites faith, 
They were all baptized into Moſes. How un. 
reaſonable would it be for any one to argue 
from this paſſage, that Moſes was the ſu- 
preme God! And yet, according to your. 
reaſoning, why ſhould it be thought unrea- 
ſonable ? Might not one aſk, Is there 2 


more ſolemn act of van than bap- 
tiſm, &c? | 


3 3 . 823 Ui 8 . 8 3 5 ws ; ON 8 2 5 
E . O27, the al Derne — rn „ 9%, bs 4 


* v4 1 5 — n 


Under the Moſaic diſpenſation, the Jew: f 
were prohibited to conſider any being, as 
poſſeſſed of ſpiritual authority over them, 
and pay it homage, except the ſupreme; 
though the firſt commandment did not for- 

bid them to pay a proper reſpect, or wor- 
ſhip, to magiſtrates. But ſince the diſpen- | 
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1 
N . . 
. ſation of the Goſpel hath taken place, in 
HA which Chriſt is veſted with all authority, 
0 bf we do not tranſgreſs it in the leaſt, by giv-| 
$i il 


nn ——̃ (2 
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ing 


1 

ing him honor, in obedience to the com- 
1 1 and of God his Father, and to his glory. 
pon this principle our Lord's anſwer to the 
evil was juſt, and your argument is in- 
Eoncluſive. 


Cor. 

ait, Did my engagements permit, and were 
un- | neceſſary, it would be very eaſy to give a 
rgue Particular anſwer, to every argument you 
> ſu- Have advanced; but, I apprehend, what 
Your hath been offered is ſufficient; which I 
rea- ſubmit to your impartial conſideration, and 
re a hope it will convince you of the unreaſon- 
bap- @bleneſs of the ſeverity, and contempt, with 


which you have treated perſons of different 
1 ntiments on this ſubject, and relieve you 
under thoſe painful apprehenſions you en- 
tertain of their deplorable ſtate. It would 
em, give me great pleaſure, could I be the means 
me; of bringing you back into that moderate and 
practical way of preaching, on which it is 
vor- aid you entered, when you firſt appeared 
pen- | as a miniſter in this city. This would cer- 
„ in tainly be more conducive to the edificatibn 
F f your audience, as well as to your own 

peace, and the harmony of chriſtian ſocie- 
4 ties, 
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